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DETAILED ACTION 
Double Patenting 

Claims 1-26 rejected under the judicially, created doctrine of obviousness-type 
double patenting as being unpatentable over claims 1 - 15 of U.S. Patent No. US 
6,169,584. Although the conflicting claims are not identical, they are not patentably 
distinct from each other because it would have been obvious to modify patent US 
6,169,584 to get the instant invention. 

Regarding claim 1, claim 1 of the instant application corresponds to claims 1 
and 6 in patent 6,169,584. Claims 1 in the instant application is a broader recitation of 
claims 1 and 6 in patent 6,169,584, therefore it would have been obvious to modify 
claims 1 and 6 in patent 6,169,584 to get claim 1 in the instant application. Claim 1 in 
the instant application further recites the periodically repeating steps (a) through (e). It 
would have been obvious to modify claim 1 in the instant application to include the 
claimed limitation to continuously adjust the depth of modulation to provide a more 
correct and accurate output. 

Claim 2 in the instant application corresponds to and equates to claim 2 in patent 
6,169,584. 

Claim 3 in the instant application corresponds to and equates to claim 3 in patent 
6,169,584. 



Application/Control Number: 09/705,406 Page 3 

Art Unit: 261 1 

Claim 4 in the instant application corresponds to and recites the same limitations 
as found in claim 1 in 6,169,584. 

Claim 5 in the instant application corresponds to and recites the same limitations 
as found in claim 1 in 6,169,584. 

Claim 6 in the instant application corresponds to and equates to claim 4 in patent 
6,169,584. 

Claim 7 in the instant application corresponds to and equates to claim 5 in patent 
6,169,584. 

Claim 8 in the instant application corresponds to and equates to claim 6 in patent 
6,169,584. 

Claim 9 in the instant application corresponds to and equates to claim 6 in patent 
6,169,584. 

Claim 10 in the instant application corresponds to and equates to claim 8 in 
patent 6,169,584. 

Claim 11 in the instant application corresponds to and equates to claim 9 in 
patent 6,169,584. 

Claim 12 in the instant application corresponds to and equates to claim 10 in 
patent 6,169,584. 

Claim 13 in the instant application corresponds to and equates to claim 11 in 
patent 6,169,584. 

Claim 14 in the instant application corresponds to and equates to claim 12 in 
patent 6,169,584. 



Application/Control Number: 09/705,406 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2611 

Claim 15 in the instant application corresponds to and equates to claim 13 in 
patent 6,169,584. 

Claim 16 in the instant application corresponds to and equates to claim 14 in 
patent 6,169,584. 

Claim 17 in the instant application corresponds to and equates to claim 15 in 
patent 6,169,584. 

Claim 18 in the instant application corresponds to claim 1 in patent 6,169,584, 
however, claim 18 in the instant application includes the added limitation of wherein 
step (f) is performed on a rotating basis among the plurality of video signals. It would 
have been obvious to modify claim 1 in patent 6,169,584 to include the added limitation 
to ensure that the adjusting the depth of modulation is performed on the plurality of 
video signals entering the system. 

Regarding claim 19, claim 1 of the instant application corresponds to claim 1 in 
patent 6,169,584. Claim 1 in the instant application is a broader recitation of claim 1 in 
patent 6,169,584, therefore it would have been obvious to modify claim 1 in patent 
6,169,584 to get claim 1 in the instant application. Claim 1 in the instant application 
further recites the periodically repeating steps (a) through (e). It would have been 
obvious to modify claim 1 in the instant application to include the claimed limitation to 
continuously adjust the depth of modulation to provide a more correct and accurate 
output. 

Regarding claim 20, claim 20 in the instant application corresponds to claim 1 in 
patent 6,169,584. Claim 20 in the instant application further recites providing a 
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corresponding RF amplitude control signal from a charge pump responsive to the 
adjustment signal. It would have been obvious to modify claim 1 in patent 6,169,584 to 
include the claimed limitation to enable controlling the depth of modulation by including 
the claimed RF amplitude control signal to optimally adjust the depth of modulation of a 
video signal. 

Claim 21 in the instant application corresponds to claim 1 in patent 6,169,584, 
however, claim 18 in the instant application includes the added limitation of wherein 
step (f) is performed on a rotating basis among the plurality of video signals. It would 
have been obvious to modify claim 1 in patent 6,169,584 to include the added limitation 
to ensure that the adjusting the depth of modulation is performed on the plurality of 
video signals entering the system. 

Regarding claim 22, claim 22 in the instant application corresponds to claim 1 in 
patent 6,169,584. Claim 22 in the instant application further recites converting the error 
signal for each said plurality of video signals to corresponding adjustment signals in a 
time sharing manner. It would have been obvious to modify claim 1 in patent 6,169,584 
to include the plurality of video signals to ensure that the adjusting the depth of 
modulation is performed on the plurality of video signals entering the system. Claim 22 
in the instant application further recites providing a corresponding RF carrier level 
control signal from a charge pump responsive to the adjustment signal. It would have 
been obvious to modify claim 1 in patent 6,169,584 to include the claimed limitation to 
enable controlling the depth of modulation by including the claimed RF amplitude 
control signal to optimally adjust the depth of modulation of a video signal. 
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Claim 23 in the instant application corresponds to and equates to claim 9 in 
patent 6,169,584. 

Claim 24 in the instant application corresponds to and equates to claim 1 1 in 
patent 6,169,584. 

Claim 25 in the instant application corresponds to and equates to claim 12 in 
patent 6,169,584. 

Claim 26 in the instant application corresponds to and equates to claim 14 in 
patent 6,169,584. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 18 and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 
matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 18 recites the limitation "said plurality of video signal" in lines 4-5. There 
is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim because independent claim 
1 , from which claim 18 depends, only recites "video signal". 
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Claim 21 recites the limitation "said plurality of video signals" in line 4. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim because independent claim 
19, from which claim 21 depends, only recites "video signal". 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Hedberg et al (4,870,370) - Two stage automatic gain control 
Grunwell (5,499,392) - Variable response time for filtering an input signal 
Carpenter et al (3,753,123) - Signal sorting system 
Braathen et al (4,952,886) - RF power-control circuit 

Sokal et al (3,900,823) - Amplifying and processing modulated carrier signals 

Seki et al (5,771 ,224) - FDM transmission system 

Dann (3,697,673) - Correcting angular errors in color video signals 

Engel et al (4,344,084) - VI R correction system 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Vivek Srivastava whose telephone number is (703) 305- 
4038. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday from 9 am to 6 pm. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Chris Grant can be reached on (703) 305-4755. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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VIVEK SRIVASTAVA 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 



